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which now contain their remains. Who can doubt that vast
periods of time were requisite for such changes of organic life ?
and who can believe that they have taken place since the creation
of man ? We have dwelt thus long upon this point because of its
importance. For if there is not the most conclusive evidence in
geology of the existence of the globe longer than the common
interpretation of the Mosaic history admits, we need not surely
spend time in reconciling the two records."

But appearances are deceptive, especially in
view of the many accidents, such as the percola-
tion of water, distortion, and obliteration, which
befall some of these remains. The argument
from comparative anatomy is here of little
value, but supposing all these remains to be so
complete that there is no danger of mistake, how
are these remains to prove the great antiquity
of the globe ? If these rocks were originated, as
they must have been, by sudden eruptions of
mineral mud, with noxious gases, from the bottom
of the ocean, in periodical successions, who does
not see that vast numbers of fish and other marine
animals, with vegetable growths, would be speed-
ily and immovably fixed in the elementary forma-
tions of these strata? The fact is, if theoretical
geology be true, a greater multitude of these
remains ought to be found, both of sea and
land, embedded within these rocks. There is,
therefore, no proof of the vast age of the earth
derivable from the remains entombed in the strata.
The pretence is founded on the false theory as to
the sources whence the strata were derived. The
assumption that the surface of the whole globe, in
the first instance, was solid rock, is absurd, as I